





The first words of the literature review of this section were written in April 2015, but the 
idea was already born in 2008, when I followed the course ‘Philosophy of Science’ at the 
University of Amsterdam. This course, and especially reading ‘The Structure of scientific 
Revolutions’ by Kuhn (2012), have inspired me to conduct this review. In ‘Structure of 
scientific Revolutions’ Kuhn describes how phases of normal science are followed by 
crises and phases of new normal science. A phase of normal science means, according 
to Kuhn, that research is based firmly upon ‘one or more past scientific achievements, 
achievements that some particular scientific community acknowledges for a time as 
supplying foundation for its further practice’. This way of thinking about science shows 
the importance of the academic community and its acknowledgement and shared 
ideas about the acceptability of science and knowledge. The experience of working as a 
PhD-student in an academic community, resulted in a deeper personal understanding 
of Kuhn’s theory and the importance of the academic community. My experience is that 
scholars form and are being formed by the formal and informal academic discourse they 
work in. This is expressed in different ways and levels.
I my experience, one expression of forming and being formed by the discourse is the 
process of publishing peer reviewed articles in academic journals. In the process of 
publishing articles, a researcher depends on the international community of fellow-
researchers, supervisors and other peers. The ongoing interactions between the 
individuals in this network create the international standards for research in the field 
of study we operate in. My experience is that an academic article (such as the articles 
in this thesis) goes through multiple phases before it gets published. In that process, 
the researcher(s) collaborates with peers in its/their community. The article constantly 
adjusts to the researcher’s and other’s individual explicit and implicit standards for good 
research and therefore the final article is an expression of the collaboration between 
the researcher(s) and the community he/they operate in. Examples of these phases of 
collaboration are described below and are based on my own personal experiences of 
publishing an academic peer reviewed article.
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First, I (the first author) have chosen to write an article about the research process more 
or less chronologically. I consciously use the phrase ‘more or less’, because often, the 
research process is a lot messier than the author can describe in the article. To produce 
a clear, concise, redundancy-free and understandable article, the researcher must 
‘tidy up’ the direct experiences and make the direct experiences more abstract. This 
is a first reduction of data, which requires first steps of interpretation. This process of 
interpretation and finding the right words to get the message across, already implies 
academic standards. In an early phase of this PhD-process I followed a course called 
‘academic writing in English’, and I learned that academic authors utilize an academic 
discourse, and that written academic products contain specific use of words, phrases, 
style, and structure.
Secondly, the co- author constantly reads and comments on early concepts of the article. 
In my case, in all articles of this PhD-project, the co-authors were more experienced than 
me. They commented on several versions based on their experiences and their frame 
of reference and standards for acceptable research in this specific field of academic 
research. The co-authors commented on the content of the article, as well as on the 
structure, style and used language. In this literature review, for example, it was a 
sometimes a search for the right tone of voice.
Thirdly, when submitting the article, the researcher should take into account the 
journal’s standards for reviewing articles, such as the domain of interest of the journal, 
a word limit, and formats for developing an abstract. Relatively simple standards, such 
as word limit, may influence decisions taken by the authors. In most cases, I had to omit 
paragraphs in the original manuscript. Striking out paragraphs can be difficult, because 
it requires to make choices. At the same time, it forces authors to be more focused and 
go to the essence of the message that the author wants to get across. I like to emphasize 
that such standards enable and restricts at the same time.
Fourthly, after submitting the first version of this article, the article gets reviewed by 
international peers, who have their own ideas, understanding and work in their own 
local scientific community with perhaps slightly differing scientific standards. The peers, 
in my case, are more experienced and commented based on their experiences and 
frames of reference. In my experience, the feedback that the reviewers provide is always 
extensive, constructive and critical. From the perspective of the researcher, sometimes it 
feels that the reviewers are mild, and sometimes the comments are sharper. Besides the 
content of the feedback itself, the tone of voice of the reviewers may also influence how 
a researcher responds to the feedback. Besides, sometimes the feedback by reviewers 
seems contradictory. It is up to the author to convince the reviewers that she made 
the right choices. That shows that there is always a rhetorical element in getting the 
article published. Although in first instance it can be difficult to receive the feedback, 
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we truly feel that it helped to improve the quality of the articles. For example, based on 
the reviewer’s comments, we reframed this article and we adjusted the purpose, which 
highly influenced the structure and message of the article.
By describing this iterative process of writing and publishing an article I attempt to 
show that the final paper represents a collaboration between the first author’s ideas, the 
co-authors, the journal’s revisers, and that it is informed by the wider discourse in the 
field. It is therefore maximally adapted to the discourse of this specific field. This shows 
that scholars not only shape the scientific research discourse, but at the same time the 
scholars are shaped by the research discourse. I understand this as an interpretation 








































quality, cost and time (e.g. Bresnen, 2009, Bygballe et al., 2010, Hong et al., 2012).
Over the past decades, a considerable number of peer-reviewed research papers related 
to construction partnering has been published, covering a wide scope, and many 
perspectives and aspects of partnering (e.g. Bygballe et al. 2010; Hong et al., 2012). 
Bygballe et al. (2010) show that construction partnering encompasses project-based as 
well as strategic-based relationships. Bygballe et al. (2010) also show that partnering 
studies may focus on the dyadic relationship between client and contractor or may take 
into account multi actors within the construction supply chain, such as consultants, 





construction partnering. According to Hong et al. (2012) ‘the core methodology 
used in partnering research primarily relied on empirical analysis of the industrial 










other qualitative studies, simulations, etc.’, Bygballe et al., 2010). Bemelmans et al. 
(2012) reviewed partnering literature, specifically focusing on supplier-contractor 
collaboration in the construction industry. Although this study represents only a 
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important literature reviews concerning construction partnering, such as Bygballe et al. 
(2010) and Hong et al. (2012), did not include PPP-oriented papers either. Therefore, 
in this study we do not take into account PPP-oriented research. For the same reasons 
we decided to not take into account literature about (international) joint ventures.








as was done previously by Hong et al. (2012). The nature may also be understood 
by examining the approach and methodologies that are employed, as was done 
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or actions for actors in this phenomenon. These aims are often more associated with 








construction partnering research. Inspired by Bygballe et al. (2010), Eriksson (2015) 
and Hong et al. (2012), we categorized each paper into: 2a) focus on dyadic or multi-
player relationship (Bygballe et al., 2010), 2b) focus on intra- or inter-organizational 
relationships (Eriksson, 2015), 2c) focus on project-based or strategic-based 
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§  2.4 Methodology





OR Partner OR Partnership AND Construction. Inspired by Bygballe et al. (2010) and 













































Conceptual	  /	  modelling	  /	  
other	  (6)	  
FIGURE 2.2  Overview results abstract analysis. 
The numbers refer to the total amount of published peer-reviewed papers on construction partnering from 2010 
until 2014














































situation. For example, in their abstract, Hughes et al. (2012) formulate their aim as: 
‘This research aimed to test the hypothesis “The use of incentivisation with a gain/pain 
share of about 15 per cent is a precursor to the achievement of successful infrastructure 























on inter-organizational relationships. Only Ellegaard and Koch (2012), Eriksson (2010) 








list, only Eriksson (2010), Hughes et al. (2012), Jefferies et al. (2014) and Laan et 
al. (2011) (explicitly) focus on partnering in existing projects or situations. In the 



















Four studies are based on action research (Pan et al., 2012; Taggart et al., 2014; Smyth, 
2010; and Zimina et al. ,2012). Appendix A shows an overview of the methods used for 
data collection.
Among the papers about case studies, the author most referred to was Yin (1994), Yin 
(2003) and Yin (2009). 10 papers referred to one of Yin’s works on design and methods 
of case study research (Badenfelt, 2010; Berente et al., 2010; Ellegaard and Koch, 2012; 
Eriksson, 2010; Jefferies et al. 2014; Johnson et al, 2013; Laan et al., 2011; Pan et al, 




Fernie and Tennant (2013). Fernie and Tennant (2013) used a Grounded Theory Strategy 
as proposed by Glaser and Strauss (1967). Lu et al. (2013) and Osipova and Eriksson 
(2011) do not base their research design on existing approaches by other authors.
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4. Process of analyzing data









AVERAGE MINIMUM MAXIMUM MEDIAN
Total amount of words spent on 
methodology section
880 330 2885 700
Total amount of words spent on 
process of analysis




17% 0% 18% 16%
TABLE 2.1  Number of words spent on the methodology section and the process of analysis and the relationship 
between the two (numbers are rounded off).
5. Do the researchers reflect on their role in the process?
In our assessment, we found that Fernie and Tennant (2013), Taggart et al. (2014), Pan 
et al. (2012) and Zimina et al. (2012) provide relatively more information, compared to 
other authors, on the researchers’ relationship with the object of study. For example, 
Zimina et al. (2012) described that ‘previous professional experience of the researchers 
as quantity surveyors and cost engineers contributed to a better understanding of the 
current state of the industry’. Also, Zimina et al. (2012) describes that in the process 
of gathering data ‘the researchers were directly involved and worked with the project 








coincidentally, Taggart et al. (2014), Pan et al. (2012) and Zimina et al. (2012) all 






meager and scattered manner. Berente et al (2010), for example, state that ‘the 
interviewers probed these differences to understand their significance to the 
participants as well as the probable impact on the firm or industry as a whole’ (Berente 

















































represented written by Taggart et al. (2014). Taggart et al. (2014) identified that 
electrical design drawings usually give no ‘dimensional layout’ of placing sockets and 
that the electricians executing the work ‘randomly decided themselves on what spacing 












8. Internal, statistical and analytical generalizations
We assessed that Smyth (2010) considers internal generalization, by mentioning 
that the used sample represents 33% of the population, which is, according to Smyth 




For example, Ellegaard and Koch (2012) provide a clear overview of studied companies 







We also assessed the use of statistical analysis. Hughes et al. (2012) and Smyth 






qualitative analysis. Two of the assessed papers (namely Ellegaard and Koch, 2012 





Appendix A shows that Berente et al. (2010), Ellegaard and Koch (2012), Eriksson 
(2010), and Gottlieb and Haugbølle (2013) literally refer to possibilities for analytical 
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